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STATE OF LOUISIANA 

PARISH OF ORLEAl~S 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, personally 

came and appeared: 

DAVID CHANDLER 

who, after being first duly sworn , declared that: 

I have been employed by Life Magazine for the past 

three years as Representative Reporter in the New Orleans 

area, among other locations. 

My interest in the late David W. Ferrie began in mid-

November 1966 with the information that Ferrie was definitely 

linked to organized crime figures such as Carlos Marcello. In 

my conversations with Jim Garr i son in early December, 1966 I 

was surprised to learn he, too, was concentrating on Ferrie 

vis a vis the assassination. I was further surprised to find 

* him ignoring Ferrie's organized crime associations and exclusively 

conc erning himself with Ferrie's much less obvious anti-Castro 

associations. Several times in December and January, I tact-

fully attempted to steer Garrison into at least considering 

organized crime's possible involvement with the assassination. 

I was unsuccessful. On the evening of January 24, 1967, I 

pressed harder with the ploy detailed below, written at that 

time as a memo to myself. 

In the January 26 interview by Ward, I did not enter 

into any extensive, or I should say candid, dialogue with him 

because I wasn't confident of my legal rights and know from 

personal knowledge that both Garrison and Ward's offices are 
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dialogue would be used against me. I decided to wait first 

for some legal advice and, second, to talk to Hard in a public 

and unwired place. 

That juncture occurred two days prior to the States-

- Item's first break on the story (approximately Feb. 17) in the 

anteroom of the District Attorney's office complex and in the 

presence of S-I reporter Rosemary James. I told Ward then I 

had been advised that his use of the Grand Jury subpoena to 

question me was an abuse of Grand Jury powers. I told him 

that if I ever again heard of such misuse of the Grand Jury 

subpoena by him or his office I would endeavor to bring the 

whole record of gr~nd jury subpoenas before the empaneling 

Judge (Shea) with attendant publicity. To my knowledge it 

was after that conversation that the DA's office shifted from 

using Grand Jury subpoenas for their interrogations boa law 

empowering DA's subpoenas which had become effective January 

1, 1967. 

At the time the above mentioned memo was written, it 

was my opinion the DA's office was attempting to intimidate me 

from asking questions embarrassing to Jim Garrison. That opinion 

remains at this writing. 

On the evening of January 24, Max Gonzales and De

tective Louis Ivon of the District Attorney's office came to 

meet Pelham and myself in the Richelieu Hotel. Mostly, Pelham 

talked to Gonzales and I talked to Ivon. Ivon gave me a copy 

of the November 25 report on the raid on Ferrie's apartment. 

I studied it and asked Ivon if he had heard of any passports 

being found in the apartment. I told him I had heard this in

formation a couple of years ago from Sgt. Raymond Comstock, who 
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led the 1963 raid and who resigned from the DA's office some 

two years ago to rejoin the Police Intelligence Unit after a 

personality clash with Garrison and Pershing Gervais. Ivon 

said this was news to him and was very interested . I asked 

him why the original case against Ferrie was dropped. He 

said he didn't know. I asked if it was possible Pershing had 

been bribed . He was noncommittal but again interested. At 

this point Gonzales joined the conversation and I told him we 

were discussing the bribe possibility. The matter was then 

dropped and we went on to other things. 

On the night of January 25, I returned to my apart

ment and found the subpoena (attached) . I subsequently phoned 

Garrison who said he couldn't discuss the matter before I 

appeared but expected to talk to me immediately afterward . 

At 8:45 A.M. I talked briefly to my attorney, N. O. 

Sheriff Louis Heyd, who like myself was completely puzzled as 

to why I was being called before the Grand Jury. He said con

flict of interest prevented him from representing me, and advised 

t ha t I invoke the 5th on all sensitive questions . I then went 

to the Grand Jury Room and was told by Al Oser he didn't know 

why I'd been called but that I was to see Charles Ward, Garrison's 

top assistant. I did so and after a 45 minute wait was admitted. 

Ward called in a stenographer, first name Lorraine, 

then told me that all accusations of bribery occurring in the 

DA's office were being turned over to the Grand Jury for in

vestigation. He said this case would be brought before the 

jury and with his power of notary was swearing me in. (The 

implication was that he was acting in behalf of the Grand Jury, 
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although he didn't say this specifically) . I took the oath 

and after the usual identification preliminaries questioned 

me closely about a December, 1962, repeat, December, 1962 

extortion charge against Ferrie subsequently dropped . He 

questioned closely about my informants . I declined to answer 

all questions pertaining to my informants, my belief in a 

bribery, my knowledge of a bribery . I told him I had asked 

Ivon and Gonzales if it was possible a bribery had occurred . 

He attempted to weave this into the questioning as my 

"hypothesis" that a bribery did occur . He was unsuccessful 

and the stenographer was dismissed . He said I was an unethical 

journalist for asking such "poisonous" questions and said he 

was "offic i ally" advising me to get counsel because I would 

be brought before the Grand Jury. He said I could be liable 

to perjury . I asked him if he would like my opinion of his 

ethics and he said no . Ivon was present during part of the 

questioning and we left ·ward's office together . Ivon was 

distressed about the whole thing and reassured me that it was 

not him that had told Garrison or Ward. He implied it was 

Gonzales and said he was brought into Garrison and asked if 

the conversation occurred and replied yes. 

Immediately afterward, I talked to my attorney Heyd 

again. He was amazed at what he called the abuse of the 

Grand Jury pmvers (I gave him no particulars, just said I was 

questioned about a possible bribery) . He said Ward's action 

was completely illegal and amounted to a "bullshit" coercion. 

He recommended a lawyer named Monk Zelden who he thinks ~vill 

be effective if the matter comes up again. 
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It seems to me that Garrison and Ward had two 

motives. The first, to find out for their private use my 

informants and . any bribery knmvledge. Two, to intimidate 

me from asking further indiscreet questions. 

\~hen I went in to see Ward, he rationalized that 

the office now has a policy whereby all bribery accusations 

are brought before the Grand Jury . Therefore, he was 

questioning me . I subsequently learned he was not acting 

legally in behalf of the Grand Jury . Any information he gained 

from me Hould not have to go before the Grand Jury . He could 

keep it for his own and act as he saw fit . If he was truly 

interested in making it an official inquiry, why not bring it 

before. the Grand Jury itself? The only answers I can get are 

the ones in the first paragraph. 

It is my belief, based upon ·all of the facts recited 

above and my impression, based upon the entire history as 

outlined above, that the Grand Jury subpoena has been used 

as a re.tal:iatory measure against me and that a pattern of such 

use by the District Attorney creates an atmosphere of intimida-

tion among the members of the news media in this community. 

DAVID CHANDLER 

S~vorn to and subscribed before me 
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AP PROXI;.:.Z\.TELY 9 : 20a . m . TO 9 : ~0 a .. ~ . 

WARD: You were subpoenae d because we are aware of an 

allegation of a bribe in th i s office . The pu rpose 

o f the questioniriq is t~ determine what you know 

about" the alle~ation of a bribe relat ive to the 

c ase of David Ferrie . Whenever we uncover or hear 

o f a r umor in which a llegation s such as this are 

. invo.lved , .we are preparing a case for presentation 

to the Grand J ury . We are preparing a case now 

like we pr epare any other case b ecause we consider 

it a s erious matter Hhen anybody in our office is 

questioned of their integrity . Th e t estimony is 

going to be recorded in lieu of t he Grand Jury 

subpeona . I am sure you are aware of the c onse-

quences of any ans1ver s or t e st i mony after I give you 

the oath. This is a result possibl y of remarks 

which you have passed on to us in the past but o ther 

person s have a l so. 

Do you sHear t hat you Hi ll t est i fy truly and truth -

full y as to the testimony you are about to give in 

the matter o f the --ifi t he c ase 

of Dav i d w. Ferrie? 

CHANDLER: I swear . 

WARD : You are und e r oath . 

"' 



II 

li 

I 
I 

i! 
r! 

·:i 

/ 

I)-~~?.:.::.8::.:..:-zc::~ 0? D.~}.~· I!) c:-:_:._:-::;:..:::7-t 3 ·;: C~!~? ;.s.S:S'I'.:.-22 ~IS:'~!C? 

;._Trro ?..:,:~y c :-:.~_?..r..,:::s 2. . ·~·~:..;:(D o:: T::c~s~_:.:::.· , J .. =~:-:-; _:_?-.Y 2 7, 19 s-; ??/.)~-: 

.".P?:::·):-:r:.:_: .• ?::;:c_;y 9:20 a •• -':-"-.·-=-· --=-T-"'0,_. -'g'-, :,_-_.:_::e.O---=·""'·"'::-"".,_. -------------

VI~RD: State your name . 

. CHANDLER: David Cha·ndler . 

WARD : · vihat is your address? 

CHANDLER : 724 Governor Nicholls . 

\'lARD : Occupation? 

· CHANDI.ER : Journa l ist. 

\'lARD : Marital Status? 

CHANDLER: Married . 

WARD : To whom are you married? 

CHANDLER: Patr i~ia ~lor in Chandler . 

'I WARq : What is your ~ife ' s occupat ion or profession? 

CHANDLER: Journa l ist . 

WARD : Hmv l ong have you been so employed or engag ed in 
th is profession? 

CHANDLER: Nine years. 

HARD : \'lhat v1as · your employme nt or occupation on 
Decembe r 28 , 1962? 

CHANDLER: Journalist. 

>'lARD : \vere you employed by any corporation or any p2rticu.i.c:1r 
p erson at that time? 

CHANDLER: Times -Picayune , I nc . 

WARD : \</here were you residing then? 

CHAt'WLER : · To the best of my knowledg.e at 533 Dumaine. 

\'lARD : Do you knO'.·l one David Ferrie? 

CHANDLER : Ye s. 

WARD : Do you know him personally? 

CHANULE!l. : I have met him - talked to him . I 
HARD : l•lhen ? 

CH..t...NDLE::?. : December , 1966 ... I 

I 
I 
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CHANDLER: Lak e front Airpo~t . 

I·IA.l<.D: Hho v:as present? 

CHAI\TDLER : Nr . Lynn Pe lham and other persons whose na'Ties I c an • t 
ansv:er because I don ~ t have: my notes \·Ti th rr.e . 

WARD:. Prior to that time? 

CHANDLER: No. 

WARD: was that · your first personal acquaintance \vith him? 

CHANDLER: To the best of my knmvledge , yes. 

.-- .. 
WARD: Are you acquainted \·lith the ·charge against David 

Fe~rie rela tive to extor tion and intimidation of a 
witness which charge was in the Criminal District 
Court? 

r 
CHA!.'WLER : No • 

. WARD: Do you knm·r th e alleged victim of the extortion, 
John Cater , in that case? 

CHANDLER: Not to the best of my knowledge . 

WARD: Do you know one of the alleged \vitnesses, Nichael 
Crouchet? 

CHANDLER: To the best of my knmvledge, no. 

WARD: Did you have any knmvledge of this case in De ce mber, 
1962? 

CHANDLER : No . 

\'lARD: When did you first acquire knO\·I l edge of the case of 
the State vs. David Ferrie relative to extortion? 

CHANDLER : Here and nm-1: 

WARD: Are you saying that today i s th e first time you have 
had knowl e dge of the fact~ in the ca se of the State 
vs. · David Ferrie in the matter of extortion? 

CHAI\TDLER : Yes. 

WARD: Are you acquainted with anyt hing to the fact situation 
c oncerning David Ferrie wherein he was charg ed in the 1 

:r:::n::a::s::::th:

0
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charged . ,I CHANDLER : 

\·lARD : From \·:hor.1? 

I 
i 
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co~~sel ! ~£cli~e to a:;.s~e ::- o~ t~e s=o~~~s t~ a ~ it 
will tend to incrininate rne . 

'\'lARD: Did you inform Detective Louis Ivon ar.d 1-!ax Gon za l es 
that there was a bribe or there was money given to 
a for mer employee or investigator of the District 
Attorne y's office to intervene in this c ase? 

CHANDLER : Did I inform them of this? No . 

lvARD : lvha t ·did you say? 

CHANDLER: To the b es t of my knm·; l edge I asked them if thi s was 
possible. 

\'lARD : What caused you to ask this question? 

CHANDLER: It' is a routine question i~ my l ine of work . 

WARD: Did you ask the question about any other c ase? 

CHANDLER: Ask these two particular gentlemen questions on any 
other case? 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

CHANDLER: 

WARD: 

Why did you select the case of David Ferrie to ask 
q uestions? 

Because it was the c ase I was interested in at that 
moment . 

Did you have any prior information about the charge . 
that would cause you to ask about this c ase? 

I dec l ine to answer on the grounds that it would tend 
to incriminate me . I have no couns e l t o advise me . 

When did you first l earn of the facts which led you 
to ask this question? 

CHAl\JDLE R: I decline to ans\·le r on the grounds that it would tend: 
to incriminate me . 

WARD: 

CHANDLER : 

WARD : 

CHAL'iDLER : 

i'IA~ D : 

Ci-V\!\ "D L E R : 

\•TARO: 

To whom did you first c ommunicate this info rma tion? 

I decline to answer on the grou nds that it wou ld tend , 
to incriminate me . I 
Why did you \·lait to disclose this information if you 
ha d it in the p as t? I 
I dec line to answer on the groun s that it \ /Ou ld t endi 
to i ncriminate ~e - I 

Ar e you a;-:are that tt1e victi m ~nd the witness in this\ 
c ase both declined to testify for.the State 
to the c ase o f.extortion of 03v id Ferr i e ? 

The victir1 and 

The \·li tness . 

referrin,;i 

I 
I. 

cn;,...:..~IJ~E:::< : No , I am not a·.-: are of t ho t. 
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wit~ess, ~:ic~ael Cro~chet, decli~ e~ to tes~i~~- ~c= 
the State ~hen the cas e was s e t for trial? i 

. CHANJ::LER : 
·I 

I am not a\vare of that. I 
Are you a lso a\·Jare tha t Reverend John H . Mull ahy of 1 

the society of Je sus intervened for David Fer r ie and I 
r equested a neH investigat ion in light of the s1·10rn 
statements of the victim and Hitness, John cater and 

WARD: 

Michael Crouchet? 

CHANDLER: I am not aware of that , no. 

NARD: Are you aware that Michael Crouchet and John Cater , 
although subpoenaed to testify r efused to do so on 
the date the case Has called for trial? 

CHANDLER : I am not a\Vare of that. 

NARD: Do you have any informat ion that would indicate that 
either Michael crouchet or John cater received any- . 
thing of value in order not to talk - to induce them 
not to testify? 

CHANDLER: I decline to ans1ver on the grounds that it may tend 
to inc riminate me. 

WARD: Do you have any information that Reverend John H. 
Mullahy received anything of value to induc e him to 
interve ne for the defendant David Ferrie. ' 

CHANDLER: I decline to ans'.ver on the grounds that it may t end 
to incriminate me . 

\·lARD : Do you have any knm1ledge of the case \·lh ich Has 
fil ed in Jefferson Parish in \Vhich Michael Crouchet 
and John Cater were witnesses? 

CHANDLER: On a c ase filed in Jefferson Parish in Hhich these 
two were witnesses? No. 

NARD: Are you a1-1are that Dav id Ferrie \vas cha rged Hith 
obscenity in Jefferson Parish and that Hichael 
Crouchet and John Cate r Here alleged witnesses in 
this case? 

CHANDLER : Of t~e case in toto, ho, I am not a\·:are. 

\vARD: Do you have any kno1vledg e of the disposition of the 
J efferson Parish case? 

CHfu\lDLJ:R : I have none . 

l·ii\RD : Are you B\·?are of . the date the ,Jefferson Parish c ase 
\·laS dismissed? 

CrUU;DLER : I am not . 
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C~'DLER : 

WARD: 

CHANDLER : 

· WARD: 

CH..l\NDLER: 

\'lARD: 

CHANDLER: 

\'lARD: 

CAANDLER : 

WARD: 

CH_i\NDLER: 

\'lARD: 

CHANDLER : 

WARD: 

CHi\i\DLER : 

been Ci.s~iss ed 4 I 
. i 

I d e cline to answer on the grounds that it may te~d 1 

to incriminate me. 

Why wo~ld anyone offer a bribe for any intercession 
in a case where the two witnesses "to the alleged 
crimina l act have declined to t estify for the State? 

I declin.e to ans•.ver on the g;:ounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me . 

Do you know of any rationa l reason or exp l anation 
that wou l d induce someone to give money to anyone 
to dismiss an untriable case? 

~-----" Speaking from the ~alm of speculation or from my 
mm knm-: l edge? -- ·: 

Your o wn knowl edge . 

I deci·ine to ansv1er on the grounds that it may t end 
to incriminate me . 

Sinc e the c ase is untriable when t he witnesses 
decline to testify for the State , why should anyone 
who is sane give money to anyone in the Distr ict 
Attorney 's o ffice to inter c ede ? In the realm . of 

speculation. 

In the realm of speculation it is po ss ibl e tha t th e 
person of feri ng the br ibe may be un~ware that the 
District Attorney ' s off ice has made a dec ision not 
to try the case . Thi s i s one possibility·. 

Ar e you aware that G. 1'/ray Gill represented David 
Ferrie i n the alleged c ase of extortion? 

I am not aware of the allege~ c ase of extortion . 
I am c ware that G. Wra y Gill r epresented David Ferrie . 

Are you aware that t\·!O witnesses fo r ~e prosecution ~~ 
Michael Crouchet and John Cater , and the Reverend 
John H. Mu ll ahy co~1.rnunicated t o \·:ray Gill, Ferrie ' s I 
a ttorney, that they did not desire to testify for 
the prosecution prior t o the trial of the c ase? I 

I am not . 

Are you av;are that· \':cay Gill. con'_rnun icated this to 
David Ferrie?, 

I am not aware of that . 
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Do t.·o"..! !"-.=.--.7 -e a~y e:-:? 2. a::=:"t i o::. , v:it ~ir:: t~e re :::. l::: c£ 
S?ecula~io~ , ~{~y, ~-he~ the attor~s ~- fo= t~e js~e~~ ~ ::.~ 

kne~.'.r t hat the .s t~-c.e ' s t·:i tnessss ~.-:o·...:ld r:.ot tss::ii:y , 
the defendar1 t ~Guld offer a bribe to an~·o~s in the 
Di strict ~ttorney's ~ffice? 

CHANDLER: In the realm of speculation it is possible that the 
d efendant is unaware that th ~ case is in this 
situati:on. 

WARD: Then your whole hypothesis would be based on the lac~ 
of communication or lack of kn01·1ledge of David Ferri~, 
the defendant , in the action taken by his attorney 
and the ~itnesse s? 

.CHANDLER: Hy hypothesis on what? 

~'lARD: 

CHANDLER : 

WARD: 

il 
I 

CH;'\NDLER : 

WARD: 

CHAND~ER: 

WARP: 

CHANDLER : 

That there was money paid to a former employee of 
the District Attorney's office. 

I don't recall that. I said this <·las my hypothesi~, 

Have you ever alleged or inferr ed in any manner that 
a former employee of the District Attorney ' s office 
received money to intercede in any case in which 
David Ferrie was charged in the Criminal District 
Court? 

Are you saying that you decline . to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to 'incriminate you? 

Yes and I have no benefit of counsel. 

Do you realize that you , by your refusal to ans1ver , 
ar e saying that you possibly have co~~itted an act 
which may be a crime and in violation of the laws of 
the State of Louisiana? 

I don't realize that at all . I am ignorant in the 
nature of the law and I have.no counsel and I d e clin 
to answer on the grounds that it may tend to incrim
inate me . 

TESTHlOC<l: \·lAS CONCLUDED. 

SUPPLE1·iE KTAL: 

CHANDLER: Is that all? 

\•lARD : \•!e ll, you have no\·.' executed an d c ompleted the Gra nd 
Jur~{ subpoe~a: ~-~hy h'OUld yo u ever th i nk thc.t a r~ r-
body \·.'OUld pay· mor~cy to any merr.bcr of the District 
Attorney ' s office --- to Ge rvais to dispose of a 
c ase 1·;h ich cou:J.d noi: be t:!:' ied? 

... 
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I don 't ob j ec t to your te c h n iq~e but wha t I d o ob j e c t 
to is wh e n the bread is poison ed, whe n it is a I 
malicious lie a nd wh8n it is so d ev a st a ting . When 
you do ~h i s you are engaging in uneth i cal prac t ices . 

CHANPLER : Well , everybody is entitled to his m-m opinion . 

\'lARD : My opinipn of you is that you are an· unethica l 
practitione r . 

·CHANDLER: Is tha t all? 

WARD: We may proc eed f ur the r with this in the Gr a nd 
and I now a dv ise you to secure the advice and 
o f ,a la\•Tye r to adv~s~""-tn-t h'is ma tter . 

.,._,_ 
CHANDLER: I will. 

-- -

Ju::: y 
i' 

serv ic s· 
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i'IAIW : What is your address? 

CHJl.i'W!...El<: 72·, Govc.c;,or Kicholls . 

\'1.'\RD· 0CCU!:Jation? 

1·:ARD: Harital Slat.us? 

To whom are you narried? 

CHl\iWJ,'·:R : Patricia i·Jor i n Chandler . 

lvi'.RD : 1·1hat i s your '.·:.ife ' s.occupation or prof"'s;,ion? 

CHANDI..i.::l{ : Journalist . 

l•iARI0 : How l ong have you been so employed or engagc6 ir 
thi s profession? 

CHANDL~R : Ni ne years . 

CFI.l"..~J)J",J::R : 

Whal was your emplo~&cnl or occupation on 
n c...::er:.bs:r 7.8 , J 96/.? 

Journnlist . .· ! 
I 

. I 
l·:en,. you c0'11?loyed by any corporat i on or <my 
person at that. tine ? 

p .. ' r t j C'1; l- ... 
I 

i 
Ct!id~DL ~:n : Ti·Jes-·Picayuno , Inc . 

1':1\RD: \·:her(• ~ere you rcsicli 11g lhc11? 

11 0 -t_he bcsl of my kno-..·:1 ccl:;,rc tiL 533 Dumuinc . 

1·/A!W: Do yo\.i kno-..·: OIJC D~1vid f2:rric? 

c~J:. ':lJ.:..J .... d.: Yes . 
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CHA~~DLER: Hr ~ LyPn ·Pclh~~:il and other p~rsons v.'hose n2 ... :nes 

answer becDuse I dotl ' t have my notes with ~c . 
I c- n ' t, 

\'iARD : 

CHA"DLE!l.: 

W\R D : 

CHAKDLER : 

HARD: 

Prior to that time? 

No. 

\'las lhaL your first person.:~) acquctinfancc wilh him?" 

To the best of my kno>·lcd~e , yes . 

Arc you acq~aintcd with the charge aga inst David 
Ferric relative to extortion and in t~u ida tion of a 
\•lit.nes!:; \·:hich chc:·rg,~ \-.~~ .. s in t.he Crimjna l District. 
Court.? 

CHANDLER : No. 

li'ARD : 

CHANDLER : 

I'ARD : 

• . 

Do you know t he alleged victim of the extortion , 
John Cater , in that case? 

Not to the best of my kn ow l edge . 

Do you know one of th e alleged witnesses , Mic hael 
Crouchet? 

To the best of my knowledge, no . 

Did you have any knm;lcC:ge of this case in Dcce!~bcr, 
1962? 

CHANDLER : No . 

Vlli.HD : \'/hen did you f irs i.. acquir0 knm·!l.eC:ge o f the case of 
th e State vs. Dav i d Ferrie r elnt iv c to extortion? 

CEAfWLJ::R : Jl cJ:e and n01·1.· 

\"ii'.RD : Arc you say i.ng that. today i s Lhe firsL li.me you have 
had kno·,·;ledge of the facts in the C<1sc of the St<Jt" 
v s . David ~errie i n the matter of cxlorlion ? 

V~J\RD : Arc ~iOU <:~c:quui.r~tec1 v.'i th anything l o lhc fact s i Lu.~t.iCJt"~ 
conc~:~l·nin:..: D3.vid Fcrrje \\·he,·ejn hC v:as cha(ged it , Lb.. 
C1~imi1·,~] District Couct.? 



----
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CHi\NDLER : 

\'lARD : 

__ .... 1. f - l 5 ~· . 
T, • ' 

IJ:..d yo·~l ~ - ~:..:a_·_ .. l..l---- ..::. i" ,.)l.;~;:- .!.. • .:-;n ............ c ... ~~:::.:.-i 
thal t..here \·.'2.s 2 h1-.U"l~~ o:f thc..;l·c ".·.:~s r.~oney given to 
a forr.cr C:~!_;:.:!..oyec or it:·,.:c::·ti~~dlo:-: of the D.i.stricl 
A~torni~r:s o~fic~ to intc y vc::~ in this c2sc? 

Did I inform the~ of thi.b? No . 

~hat did you sa~? 

CHANDLEH:· To 'cllC best of r:1_y }:ncl":.'l<ec1-je I asked the:n if i.:his \·!cis 

po:-si 'ole . 

\'7l'. RD: \·;hat cauf'ccl yon lo c . .sl: t£1 1 s question? 

CHANDLER: It i.s a routine qu.~otion .i.n my line of ,,,ork . 

\·lARD: 

CHANDL!::R : Ask these tv1o pu.:d.icul<~r gentlemen questions on any 
other ·case? 

\'i.I\RD : 

Cr!IINDL!::R : 

HARD : 

\•ihy did ;•ou select t..he cas" of David Ferric lo ask 
quoslioris? 

Because it wu.s Lhe case I was i.nteresled in at th<tt 
moment . 

Di d you l1avc any pri.or it1formaLJ.on about lhc (:[targe 
that \•.'ould cause you t..o usl< abont t..hi s case? 

CI!l>.::>DLER : I decline to answer o~ the grounds that it would tend 
to incric.inole me. I have no co~nsa] to ~dvisc ~c . 

\'l!'.RD: W!1cn did you fir~t lec:n:n of t..hc facts which led you 
I 

to ast--. this question·? 

I decJine to u.ns1·:cr on l he gJ'Ol.mds lh<tt it v:ould 
lo incr i;:' inCile me. 

I. 
tcnc1· 

\'JJ\RD: To \·:ho:r: dicl yo·~1 firsl cor.;r·.unicc~tc thif:. inforrvat.io:1? 

I decline to answer o~ Lhe grounds Lhat it.. would t..c1.~ 
l o incriini~ate me. 

,.;AHD: \·~hy did you \·'ail to c1i.sclosc Lh)s information jf yo· . .l. 
had i.L in ll _ pu[·t? 

Ci';·3U: CR: I decline to· ans .. ·;cr on the groui1dt"; that il ,._.o,1ld lc: 
to incrir.1~1·:' Lc LC . 

c_ ·.:.~. 

Ci1s~ "bo!..\ C: r·lint..( +-r , Lc?tj_f~· for tLe: Stc:tc rc::t:}"J:l J 
to t:-~c c:. ... c. o-: e;:: t cvtio~. of D.:·.~id J'(':;~r~c? 

I 

I 
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I c.. ..• nc::. 2:::2.::-c c£ ~,_..r.at. 

Arc you u.lso aw.~re thal I~cvarend ~Jot~-:. H. 1·1ullc::.h.y of 
lho Society o£ Jesus intervened for D~vjd.Ferric and 
r equested a r.e\'1 i.nvcsligution in light of the s• .. :orn 
statements of the victim and wililGss , Jol1n Cater and 
Michael Crouchet? 

WARD : Arc you aware ti1at ~1ic:1acl CroucheL and John Cater , 
althoush st,_bp::>cr.il.ed- to lesli.fy refused to do so on 
lhe date lhc case ~as called for trial? 

CHi\NDLER : I am not 211-.'are of that . 

WARD : Do you have any information lhat would indicale that 
either Michael Crouchet or J ohn Cater r ece iv ed any
thing of value in order n~l to talk - to induce them 
not: to testify? 

CHAl'!DLER : I decline to ans\·.'cr on t.hc grounds that it may t end 
to incriminate me. 

\·Yl\RD: Do you have any in formation that Reverend John a . 
Mullah y received ~nything of v a lue to induce hl m to 
int.ervene fo r th e: d efendant Dayi(1 Ferrie . 

Cl!ANDLl~R : I d e c l ine to ans\·:er on the grounds that it ffiC')' l end 
t o inc rim inate me . 

\"lARD : Do y ou h c:.ve any kno,::lE:c1gc of the ca~-C: 1.-.:hich -\:.:as 
filed in ,JeffeJ:son Paris~ in \··hich. ~; i_chael CJ:ouc:hct 
and John Cater ~ere \titnesses? 

CHA':\DLI:l-c: On a c ase-f i l ecl in J efferson Parish i n ,,,hi.ch these 
t .\·.'o \·Je re \·:itnesscs? No . 

h'.n.RD: Are you a\·?e:rc t:hat. Dctvid Ferr i c \·:as charged \·:i ~h 
obscenity in Jefferson Par 5 s~l and thaL Michael 
Crouchct and John Cater were alleged wi.tnenses in 
th is c <t~;e ? 

CH.i\NDLER : Oi lhc c ase in toto, no I I am not a\-.'arc . 

\·:ARD : Do yo:1 have any know~cdge ·of the disposition of t~~a 

J effcrsor1 Paris!1 case? 

crL.-...\rnL:::R: I have none . 

\~1\RD: Arc you a:are of L~c CtftLc ~l)~ Jc~£crson Pciri~.;l c~~ 

\'iC:tS di~:-.1issc:2? 

I r:fJi.... 



• 1;7ld~J): 

CHAN lLS){: 

\~ARD: 

CHANDLER: 

lvARD: 

\•:l\RD: 

C.::~-." I,· ~: 

\G'.RD: 

c 

to ir-.c ... ·i:,.:;L 1. 

l ['ll j I 

in a c~~? l.l .;,. c:. ]. __ 
cr)Ll;;_!;a 1 '~cL hc:.·v·c d·:...c1 ir~ .c ..:.o testiLY £or the ::>~. 

I c-;...<..:.1 1 .... i...O o.ns··: _ 011 t[ 

to incrirrti~;·te ~e. 

D:-· yr-:1 

t.i t:. ~ ";,\ 
'0. TC?.C ;--.(:'.~ 01~ C~~;;.;l·· t. i C.-, 

1 c! u ,_ ~..o givs r.l~)!l.GY to .:-: :yu:c 

S?CL:J;,i ;g fro:. the rc."<..l:-n c,·C sp<Jcu.lalion or fror:1 1.y 

You~ o· •.. 1 }:nv·. ·lc.c'gc. 

I c1::c1.ir ~... to ar.~'.-: ·· c•n t Le srou1.c1s lhat it r:-.ay 'L.Si"cl 
to i11cr iuin21 tc H\e· . 

Since t;~ .... ~ c.~~L' is nLL::~iz.•b)f:l \·:h ~n t.hc t::it.nc.~.:::;cs 

dcclinL: to to;_~tify f::>r the Si...ai..c, \··hy ~:hoi.!lcl c::~r·~. 

\·/ho is s.;:,_ne gj.v~ rr.oncy Lo anyoL.c in th-..... Distr.!ct. 
Atlo!·~ey • s office to interced~? 
spccul£: t: ion. 

Jn lite reah.1 of 

It: t.hc rc~.L:1 of S~).:_:c·L1lc.ti.iv:1 it. i~: possible th.:;t. t'1 
pcrsor< ofr.erir:g th- b;:ib m~C)Y ))c un·.~ .. ,··rc th·~t t.h · 
Distrj_ct Attc'ri~E:y ' s of~ict.· h.:.ts r,:.ci-:=: a d·~c.is'r;r: n··..,-'· 
to try· t.h:: c:.::.·•:. 

Ar:c you c:~· .. :a::::-E. th2t G. 1-;~uy G11J rc_:>"·c~.c-'nle-: T)·,vjd 

Ferric in ti1e ~J.J gee c~•S3 o[ c::torti0!1~ 

I CEC! r..ol:. CP:.·.:~rc 0: l'1c cJlJcgec~ cctsc o:[ E'"·:lort.jon. 

1 am 2..·.:·rc l.r•c!L G. i·-rc:.:y Gill rcr ..... (.; ... :::.ntc.(1_ D~ ' c1 r·t_v-

~· :...0 'LJ-. ·c: 
Nichu.c-1 CroL2l1 l at1c'1 ao'·~t Cc .t..1~ 1 c'!Icl Lh !'c: c..t:,~ 

Johr:. E. ··l:tllt,t•y c' . ~c.· l . .r to \'7· c~·.r Gi~ l , l....;l· .. i 
c-..t~t:.c·· ~,·--!', Ll. l- ihc ·~ cl . .._-: . c- ~ r1 r. 
ti-,r p.:cG -cl..~tio:. _;'Y.C;)" i...o t 1 LJ· 

I 1.0 ~ • 

,. (\ y a.:· -r c LL 

D · :.c1 , . -3 

iJC to lc:; 
,_]. of l! c 

'· 
.; ; j c ~ 

c ? 

Lc 

I· 
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\'lARD : 

\'lARD: 

CHANDlolcR: 

I•'ARD: 

CHANDLER : 

-----~-· :.~ .... -. 2 S:..;-_.c:•,;:; ·-· 

·~. -

2. yc . . ~ l.!~ 

In the realil of speculation it is possible that the 
defcnd~n~ i_s ·unaware lhaL the ca~~ is in this 
si tLE!Lioa. 

-......... 

Then your whole hypothesis would be based o~ the JacJ 
of co:~nunication or lack of knowledge of D~vid Fcrrid, 
the d.:fc;nd.:tnt, in t.hc 2ctioi1 taken by his attorney ! 
and the witnesses? 

Tl<at lhere \·1as mo:h'Y paid to a former employee of 
the DistricL Attorney ' s office. 

I don ' L reca ll that I said 'l:his was my hypothesis . I 
I 

Have you ever alleged or inferred in any manner that,. 
a former employee or the District Attorney ' s office 
r eceived money to intercede in any case in which 
David E'crr ie v1as charged in the Cr irtlinal Distr ict 
Court? 

I decline to answer . 

WARD : Arc you saying thal you decline to answer on the 
grounds that it n'"'Y Lend to i ncr i1.1ina te .'iQ'l? 

CIIAKDLBR : Yes and I have no benefit of counsel. 

\'lARD : 

Ci!ANDL!;;R : 

Do you realize that you , by your refusal Lo ans\'ler , 
arc sayi119 thnt you passi.bly have cc~~illcd atl act~ 

1 

which. may b~ a cri~c and in violatio:1 of thc'laws of I 
the Scatc oL LouJsJ.ana~ , I 

I 
I don ' t realize thal at all. I am ignoranl in lhc 
nature of -t.hc lu1.'1 and I hc..~vc no cv .. tnscl and I dec· lin(~ 
t o ans•·;cr on the grounds t hat it Jo<CJ.y tend to incri;:~-1 
inut c me . 

I» th2t <J.ll? 

l..Tury su-:)_::ocna. ~·:by ·,·.,)ttJ d ~·ol. cv .. - lhir.'·: t~~-:.: z. :·!~

b06y \:011]( p: .. ~· rr:.JJl-':1/ tC' ~:t:y r..r. c ... c"' t:·~:-- Dl-~-.r:~l ... 

l-\ttorT'E Y1 S offi C'C -- to G~··\ .:· S to cd.c~['' . ~ r 

C<lSt.; \·.'i1 i c:1 COt: J c1 11( t b,.. Cl." ic.:-:1? 
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-1 L0h 1 ~L. c· ] .... .:;:: _,) .,·_.. · "'-~cr.: . ."_~l~~ .>:)l4 ..... ·.-::1z.~ .... :L C~..J...., J::.:.: 
to i.s \:hen the h:-:c.c:.G is poiso11cd , \·:her. il is a 
jn=t.Jicio:1s }.Le 2n·l \·.'L.:•n it. is so dLvG..s'Lating . .\11cn 

you do this you c1re. en~ :gir:__: in t~l~t!L(lical pr:..c~.:.iccs . 

CH!;l\DLER : Vic:Ll , c·,•cry·body is <'nti.tled t..o his o·.m opinion. 

1-IA!'.D : Hy opi.nim~ of you is that you arc <in unet..h"ical 
prac·t i t5.oncr . 

CIIA~TDLER : I~ that all.? 

Vll\RD : \'{c m;;1y prccccc.1 f1..\··t'1 :r t.·:ith th.is i n the ·Grc?tn-<.1 Ju::--y 

and I no~ ~~vist. ~·ot. to secure lhe adv fc e and services 
o f a l awyer to advise you in this maltcr . 

CHl\l\DLER: I will . 



November 10, 1967 

TO: JIM GARRISON, District Attorney 

FROM: CHARLES R. WARD, Chief Assistant D. A. 

RE: DEPOSITION OF DAVID CHANDLER 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

As you can see from the attached copy of 
David Chandler's deposition , Chandler has now changed his 
story. When first he spoke with Louis Ivon he alleged 
that a bribe was offered to a member of the District 
Attorney's office to dismiss the suit wherein David Ferrie 
was charged with extortion . This suit was dismissed by 
Frank Klein in December, 1962, when it was apparent the 
victim would not testify . 

When it became apparent to Chandler that 
everyone would realize the allegations were false, he then 
tried to charge that the bribe was offered to release 
David Ferrie from arrest and charges when he was arrested 
in 1963, in connection with the investigation into the 
assassination of President Kennedy. 

CHARLES R. WARD 

CRW/leb 



From the Desk of Date_J=-..=u.::l..._y-=1.::8_,_,--=1~9-'-6-"8 _ ____ _ 

JlM GARRISO~ To __ ~N~u=m~a~B~e~r=t~e_l _ _ _____ _ 

Numa: 

I have spoke n with Jim and he wants to go a l1ead 
with the appeal i n t his matter . Please expedite 
the handling of this c ase . 

CRW 



TO: ·c harles !L Ward , Chief Assistant D. A . 

UH!TED ST/lT;3S COURT OF APPEA LS 
·FIFT:-: CI RCUIT 

ED":fP..RD l'! • · WADS:lORT:-l 
Clerl• 

l!:J , Louise Korns 
Ass istan t District 
270 0 Tulane Ave , 
New Orleans , La , 

Office of the Clerk 

July 15, 1968 

Attorney 

400 Royal Street 
New Orleans , La , 

Re: Jim Garris on, et al vs, David L. :Chandler 

Dear Sir: 

You are hereb~· notified t ha t U':)On t he cxph'ation o :!: 
fift een (1 5) days fro~ th i~ date, t he appaal i n t he 
re fe r enced c au~e will be ~eferrc d to t he Co~rt for 
dismis3al for want of proSecution , unless within t hat 
time you r e:;;edy your presen t do-:nul t unda~• th e r ul e:s , 
which de f ault i s your failure to pay t he doc~eting 
fee and wit:1C:raw t he record for repro-duction within 
the t en (10) day period fixed by Rule 23(a), 

Ver~· truly yours, 

cc: Mr. Cice ro c. Sessions 

I 
l 
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INTBP~R.OGNI'ION OF DAVID CF_ANDLER BY CHIEF ASSISThlo~ DISTRICT 
ATTORKEYTHARLBS R. WARD ON T!mRSDAY , J ANUARY 27 , 1967 FROM 
APPROXIi'lATELY 9 : 2 0 a . m · . ....=T"'0'--'9,_,_: <t_,_ • .oo:O_::ac.:·:..cmc..:.... -------------

WARD: You were subpoenaed because we a re aware of an 

allegation of a bribe in this office . The purpose 

of the questionin~ is L~ determine what you know 

about · the allegation of a bribe relative to the 

case of David Ferr i e . Whenever we uncover o r hear 

of a rumor in which allegations suc h as this are 

. involv ed , ,\ve are preparing a case for presentation 

to the Grand Jury. we are preparing a case now 

l ike we pr epare any other case because we consider 

it a s er i ous matter Hhen anybody in our office is 

questioned of their integrity . The t est imony is 

going to be recorded in lieu of the Grand Jur y 

s ubp eona . I am sure you are aware of the conse-· 

quenc e s of any ansHers or t estimony after I give you 

the oath . Th is is a r esult poss ibly of rema rks 

which you have passed on 'to us in the past but othe r 

p ersons hav e also . 

Do you sHear that you Hill testify truly and truth-

fully as to the testimony you are about to give in 

the matter of the in the c a s e 

of David W. Ferrie? 

CHANDLER : I SHear . 

WARD : You a r e under oath. 



1 ~--.I'E?-.:\OG.:..TIOX 0? D?.V ID c ::r~"\:,JJLSR. 3Y C~IE? ~;."ss~S IJ:' .:'..:IT DI STR I C':' 
ATT O:<.:.•:.SY CHA?-L.SS i<. . I':.".::<D OX T:iURSD.>.Y , J~·..:~ux=::y 2 7 , 1 9 6 7 :;;"::<0:-: 

.". ??2•J:O.:Ii·~;r::;:..y 9: 2 o a ·..c:c<c:..-=--~=-1 o"'--"9'-':_-,:-' 0"-"'a.:.·.:.:::-'-' .. '----------·- -----

1'/~RD: s tate your n ame . 

.CHANDLER: David Cha-ndler . 

WARD: What is your address? 

CHANDLER: 724 Governor Nicholls. 

\'lARD: Occupat ion? 

· CHAl\fDLER: J ourna list. 

\'lARD : Ma rita l Sta tu s ? 

CHANDLER : Marrie d. 

WARD: To whom are you marrie d? 

CHANDLER: Patri~ia Norin Cha ndler. 

WARf1 : What is your wife's occupa tion or profes sio n? 

CHANDLER: Jou r na list . 

WARD: How long have you b e e n so emp l o yed or e ng ag ed in 
this profes s ion? 

CHANDLER : Nine years. 

WARD : Wha t wa s · your e mployme nt or occupation on 
December 28, 1 962? 

CHANDl .ER: Jou r nalist . 

' 

WARD: We r e you employed by any c orporation o r any particul a~ 
person at that t ime ? 

Cr~NDLER : Time s-Pica yune , Inc. 

\\'ARD: Whe r e Her e you residing the n? 

CHANDLER : To the b es t of my knoHl edge a t 533 Duma ine . 

W!\RD : Do you knm-; one Da v i d Fe rrie? 

CHANDLER: Yes . 

WARD: Do you k now him persona lly? 

CHANDLER : I have me t h im - t a l ked to h im . 

vlAHD : \vhe n ? 

CHANDLE R: De c embe r , 1 9 6 6 . 
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CHA..'\DLER : LaJ.zefront Airport . 

\•lARD : 

CHANDLER : 

Who was pre sent? 

Nr . Lynn Pelham and other persons whose na'lles I 
ansv:er because I don't have my not e s with me . 

WARD : . Prior to that time? 

i 
i 

can ' J 

CHANDLER : No . 

WARD : was that you r first personal acquaintanc e \vith him? 

CHANDLER: To the best of my knO\vledge , yes . 

WARD : 

CHANDLER : 

.WARD: 

CHANDLER : 

WARD : 

CHANDLER: 

WARD : 

CHANDLER : 

WARD : 

CHANDLER: 

WARD : 

CHANDLER : 

WARD : 

CHANDLER : 

WARD: 

Are you acqu a inted with the charge a gainst David 
Fe~rie rela tive to extortion and intimidation of a 
witness which charge was in the Criminal District 
Court? 

No . 

Do you know th e a lleged victim of the extortion , 
J ohn Cater , in tha t ca se? 

Not to the b est of my knowledge . 

Do you know one of the alleged witnesses , Mic hael 
Crouch e t? 

To the best of my knowledge , no . 

Did you have any knowledge of this case in De c ember , 
1 962? 

No . 

Wh e n did you first acquire knov1ledgc of the case of 
t he s tate vs. David Ferrie relat iv e to extortion? 

Here and nOv/ : 

Are you saying that today is th e first time you hav e 
had knowl e dge of the facts in the c ase of the State 
vs . Dav id Ferrie in t he mat ter of extor tio n? 

I 
I 

. I f . . I Are you acquainted wi th anythLng to t1e act Sl.tuatLon 

Yes . 

concern ing Dav id Ferrie wherein he was charged in th ~ 1 

Crimina l District Court ? I 
I had heard that he was charged . 

From whor:~? I 

I 



~ / _ _,_ 

c::A::-.I>Ll:,?-. : 7 ~t i s \.: ::.o l e t~i~; c o::-.z:s as a s ur pri se . \·; i-:. ::.ou.t. 
c oun sel I dscl i~e t o a~s~e r o~ t he g =o~~ds tta -:. i t 
will tend to inc r i mi na te roe . 1 

. ! 
WARD: Did you i nform Detective Louis Ivon and Max Gonza l es · 

that there was a bribe or there "'as mone y given to 
a for mer employee or invest igator of the Di str ict 
Attorney ' s office to intervene in this case ? 

CHANDLER: Did I inform them of this? No . 

WARD: What ·did you say? 

CHANDLER : To the best of my knowledge I asked them if this "'as 
possible . 

WARD : What caus ed you to ask this ques tion? 

CHANDLER : It' is a r outine qucsti.on in my l ine of work . 

WARD: Did you ask the ques tion about any other c ase? 

CHANDLER: Ask these two particular gentlemen questions on an y 
other case ? 

'l·lARD: why did you se l ec t the case of David Ferrie to ask 
q uestions? 

CHANDLER : Because it was the case I was interested in at that 
moment. 

WARD: Did you have any prior information about the charge 
that would cause you to ask about t his c a s e ? 

CHANDLER : I d e cline to an s ,.;e r on tl<e grounds that it would t end 
to incriminate me . I have no coun se l to advise me . 

\'lARD : 

CHANDLER : 

WARD: 

CHANDLER : 

WARD : 

CHANDLER : 

v7ARD : 

CHAr.'DLER : 

WARD : 

When did you first l earn of the facts which l ed you 
to ask this question? 

I decline to an s \·ler on the grounds tha t it Hould te ndll 
t o incriminate me . 

To whom did you firs t communicate this informat ion? 

I dec line to answer on the grounds that it ...,ou l d tendl 
to incriminate me . I 
vlhy did you wa it to dis c lo se thLs informa tion Lf yon I 
had it i n the past? 

I dec line to answer on the grounds that it would t end 1 
to incriminate me . J 

Are you a~are that the victi m and the witne ss in this ! 
c ase both decline d to testify for.the State r efer ring ! 
to the c ase of extortion o f David Ferr i e ? 

The victim and 

The witness . 

CHA:WLER: No , I am not a· .. :are of that . 
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Ar e yc~ a~are tha~ t ~e v ic~i~ , Jo~~ C~te =, a~d t~e 

~it~ess, ~:ic~ael Cro~chet , decli~c~ to tes~ i~ y ~ cr 

the sta te whe~ t he c ase was se t for t r i a l? 

CHANGLER : I am not a\vare of that. 

\'lARD: Are you a l so a\·Jarc tha t Reverend John H. Mull a hy of 
the Society of J esus interv e ned for Dav i d Fe r r ie and 
requested a new inv e st i gation in light of the S\Vorn 
statements of the v ic tim and \Vitness, John Cater and 
Michael Crouchet? 

CHANDLER : I am not a\Vare of that , no. 

\'lARD : Are you awa re tha t Hichae l Crouche t and John Cater, 
although subp o e nae d to testify refused to do so on 
the date the case \Vas calle d for trial? 

CHANDLER : I am not a1vare of that. 

\'lARD: Do you have any information that wou ld indicate that 
either Michael Crouchet or J ohn Cater r eceived any
thing of value in order not to t a l k - to induce the m 
not to testify? 

CHANDLER : I decline to answe r on the g round s that it may t end 
to incrimina te me . 

'l-IARD: Do you have any in formation that Reverend John H . 
Mullally rece ived anything of value to induce him to 
intervene for the defendant David Ferrie . 

CHANDLER : I decline to ans1ver on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me . 

I'IARD: Do you have any knoHledg e of the case vlh ich \·Ja s 
fil ed in J efferson Parish in \Vhich Michae l Crouche t 
and John Cate r were \vitnesses? 

CHANDLER : On a c ase filed in Jef f erson Parish in \Vhich these 
two \Vere witnesses? No. 

I~ARD : Are you aware that David Ferrie \·Ja s charged Hith 
obscenity in Jeffe rson Pari s h and that Micha e l 
Crouchet and John ~ater we r e alleged witn e sse s i n 
this case? 

CHANDLER : Of the case in toto , no , I am not awa re . 

WARD: Do you huve any knowl edge o f the d ispos ition of the 
J efferson Pa rish case? 

CHANDLI:R : I h ave none . 

HARD : Are you aHare of the date t he J e f fer s on Parish c as e 
v1as dismissed? 

CHAJSDLEP. : I am not . 
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R:',.RD : Why ~ould a~yo~e o fer a b = ibe to d is~iss a c2 ss 
r e lat~~e to ex~ort o~ o~ a ~it~ess in a cass ~:hs~e 
t he p=i~a=y cas~ ~ th the ~:itncss to tes~i ~~ ~as 

be en Cis~issed . I 

C~"'DLER : I decline to an swe r on the grounds that it may t end j 
to incriminate me. 

WARD : Why would anyone offer a bribe for any intercession 
i n a c a s e where the two witnesses "to the alleged 
c riminal ac t have declined to tes t ify for the state? 

CHANDLER: I declin.e to answer on the g:counds t hat it may tend 
to incriminate me . 

· WARD: Do you know of any rationa l reason or explanation 
that wou l d induce someone to give money to anyone 
to dismiss an untriable c ase? 

CfLll,.NDLER : Speaking from the rea l m of spe culation or from my 
mm knOI': l edge? 

WARD : Your own knowl edge . 

CHANDLER : I deci·ine to ansv1er on the grounds that it may t end 
t o i ncriminate me . 

WARD : Since the c ase is u ntriable when the witnesses 
decline to testify for the State , why should anyone 
who is sane give money to a nyone in the District 
Attorney ' s office to inter cede ? I n the r ea l m. of 
s peculation . 

CHANDLER : In the rea l m of spe culation it is possible that the 
p erson offering the bribe may b e un~ware tha t the 
Di strict Attorney ' s office has made a decision not 
t o try the case . Thi s i s one possibilitV. 

WARD : Are you aware that G. \~r a y Gill represented David 
Ferrie in the allege d c ase of extort i on ? 

CHA NDLER : I am not aware of the a llege0 case of extortio n. 
I am aware that G. Wray Gill r epresented Dav id Ferrie . 

Are you a\·Jare that tv10 witnesse s fo r t~;-;rosecutioJ 
Michael Crouchet a~d John Cater , and the Reverend 
J ohn H . Mullahy commun ica t ed to \·Jray Gill , Ferr i e ' s 
attorne y , that they did not de s ir e to testify for 

WARD : 

CHANDLER : 

\\lARD : 

CHANDLER : 

the pros ecution pr i or to the trial of the c ase? 

I am not . 

Are you aHare that· \~ray Gil l commun ica ted thi s to 
David Ferr i.e?, 

I am not aware of that . 

f 
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Do you have a~y exp l a~ation , within the re~l~ o£ 
specula~ioz-~ , ;_.:r:y, \··he:-: the a-:to:r:-.ey :Eo= t ~ e ds::e r: ~: c: ~:: 

knew that the s-:ate's ~itnesses ~o~ld ~ot test~ f ~-, 

the defendant would offer a bribe t o an~·one in the 
Dis tr ict At t orney 's office? 

CHANDLER: In the rea l m of speculation it is possible that the 
defendant is una ware that the case is in this 
situati:on . 

WARD: 
. I 

Then your whole hypothes~s wou ld be based on the lac~ 
of communication or l ack of knowledge of David Ferrie!, 
the dEfendant , in the action taken by hi s attorney 
and the ~itnesses ? 

. CHANDLER : My hypothesis o n v;ha t? 

WARD: That there was money paid to a former emp l oyee of 
the Distric t Attorney ' s office. 

CHANDLER: I don ' t recall that. I said this •·1as my hypothesis, 

WARD: Have you ever alleged or inferred in any manner that 
a fo rmer employee of the District Attorney ' s office 
received money to. interce de in any case in v;hich 
Dav i d Ferrie was charged in the Criminal District 
Court'? 

CHANDLER : I decline to answer . 

WARD: Are you saying that you dec l ine to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate you? 

CfffiND~ER : Yes and I have no benefit of counsel. 

WARP : Do you reali ze that you , by your refusal to answer , 
ar e saying that you possibly have com~itted an act 
which may b e a crime and in violation of the laws of 
the State of Louisiana '? 

CHANDLER : I don ' t reali ze that a t all. I am i gnorant in the 
nature of the l av; and I have · no counsel and I dec l in 
to answer on th e grounds that it may tend to incrim
inate me . 

TEST Il"iOI:-JY \'/AS CO CLUDED. 

SU PPLEi··iENTAL : 

CHANDLER : Is that all? 

\1ARD: We ll, you have n ow executed and co~plcted the Grand 
J ury subpoena . v:hy \vould you ever th ink Lhat any- I 
body would pay money to an y member of the District I' 

Attorne y ' s o ffice -- to Gerva is to di spose of a 

1 

case which could not be tried? 

I 
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It is pa~t o~ ~:- job ~~ ~a~~re a~~ trai~i~; - -
that I t~=c~: ~~e~a o~ ~~2 ~;a~c~ a~d s=e ~ta~ cc~~s 
back tone - - a s a feeCbac~ . 

. 
· I 

W\RD: I don • t ob ject to your technique but v;hat I do obj e c1 
t o i s when the bread is poisoned , when i t is a 
ma l icious lie and wh8n it is so devastating . When 
you do ~his you are engaging in. unethical practices . 

CHANDLER : Well , everybody is entitled t o his own op i nion . 

WARD : My opini9n of you is that you are an unethical 
practitioner . 

· CHANDLER : Is that all? 

WARD : We may proceed further with this i n the Grand Jury ,-
and I noH advise you to secure the advice and servic s 
o f,a l awyer to advise you in thi s matter . 

CHANDLER : I wil l. 

• . 



INTERROGATION OF DAVID CHANDLER BY CHIEF ASSISTANT DISTRICT 
ATTORNEY CHARLES R. WARD ON THURSDAY, JANUARY 27, 1967 FROM 
APPROXIMATELY 9:20 a.m. TO 9:40 a.m. 

WARD: You were subpoenaed because we are aware of an 

allegation of a bribe in this office. The purpose 

of the questioning is to determine what you know 

about the allegation of a bribe relative to the 

case of David Ferrie. Whenever we uncover or hear 

of a rumor in which allegations such as this a re 

involved, we are preparing a case for presentation 

to the Grand Jury. We are preparing a case now 

like we prepare any other case because we consider 

it a serious matter when anybody in our office is 

questioned of their integrity. The testimony is 

going to be recorded in lieu of the Grand Jury 

subpeona. I am sure you are aware of the conse-

quences of any answers or testimony after I give you 

the oath. This is a result possibly of remarks 

which you have passed on to us in the past but other 

persons have also. 

Do you swear that you will testify truly and truth-

fully as to the testimony you are about to give in 

the matter of the in the case 

of David w. Ferrie? 

CHANDLER: I swear. 

WARD: You are under oath. 


